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Amendments to the Drawings: 

The drawing sheet attached in connection with the ahove-identificd apphcation 
containing the Figure of the apph cation is being presented as a new fomial drawing sheet to 
be substituted for the previously submitted drawing sheet. The Figure has been amended. 
Appended to this amendment is an annotated copy of the previous drawing sheet which has 
been marked to show^ changes presented in the replacement sheet of the drawing. 

The specific cliange which has been made to the Figure is to modify where reference 
numeral 8, showing for example a temperature sensor, is in the Figure. 
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REMARKS 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the present application in view of 
the foregoing amendments and in view of the reasons that follow. 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for entering the amendments filed in response to the 
Office Action dated September 16, 2009. 

Claims 1 1 -20 have been canceled without prejudice or disclaimer. 

New claims 21-30 have been added. 

The Advisory Action states that the proposed claims recite and refer to both a heat 
exchange medium flowing in the system and to a refiigerant, which would introduce new 
indefiniteness issues and/or new matter issues to the claims. Applicant respectfully disagrees. 
The proposed claims do not introduce new indefiniteness issues. Additionally, the disclosure 
of Applicant's application provides support for the amendments to the claims. For example, 
at least the original claims, the Figure of the application, and page 2, line 14, to page 4, line 
14, of Applicant's specification provide support for the amendments to the claims. 

After amending the claims as set forth above, claims 6-10 and 21-30 are now pending. 
Claims 6-10 have been withdrawn fi-om consideration. 

Notice of Non-Responsive Amendment 

The Office argues in the Notice of Non-Responsive Amendment that claims 23, 27, 
and 28 include issues raised in the rejections of claims 13, 17, and 18 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, 
second paragraph, and these issues have not been addressed by amendment or argument. 
Although Applicant does not agree, the following remarks are provided. 

The Office argues on page 4 of the Final Office Action dated April 14, 2010 that 
claim 13 was indetinite because it included the language ''the measured pressure downstream 
of the compressor" and it was unclear what this pressure refers to. The Office also argued on 
page 4 of the Final Office Action that this language did not have antecedent basis. Claim 23 
includes the language "the pressure of the refiigerant directly downstream of the compressor." 
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This language has antecedent basis in claim 1 and one skilled in the art would understand that 
the language refers to the pressure of the refrigerant directly downstream of the compressor. 

The Office argues on pages 4-5 of the Final Office Action that the language "a desired 
temperature of the heat exchange medium downstream of the heater" of former claim 17 is 
indefinite. Claim 27 does not include the language "a desired temperature." 

The Office argues on page 5 of the Final Office Action that the language "a correcting 
characteristic" of former claim 17 is indefinite. Claim 27 recites "fiirther comprising a heater 
temperature regulator that regulates the heater as a function of the temperature of the heat 
exchange medium downstream of the heater and a correcting characteristic of the heater 
temperature regulator." The Office also argues on page 5 of the Final Office Action that the 
language ''a pilot control characteristic" of fbrmer claim 18 is indefinite. Claim 28 recites 
''wherein the air-conditioning system is arranged such that the heating capacity of the air- 
conditioning system is regulated as a fixnction of a temperature of a heat exchange medium 
downstream of the heater, wherein a pilot control characteristic curve of a high-pressure value 
is taken into account in the regulation of the heating capacity." The Office has provided no 
explanation why fonner claims 17 and 18 or claims 27 and 28 are not clear. One skilled in 
the art would understand the meaning and scope of claims 27 and 28 in light of the disclosure 
of Applicant's application. For example, at least the original claims, the Figure of the 
application, and page 2, hne 14, to page 4, line 14, of Applicant's specification provide 
guidance for one skilled in the art to understand the meaning and scope of claims 27 and 28. 

The Office argues on page 5 of the Final Office Action that the language "a desired 
high-pressure value" of claim 13 is indefinite. Claim 23 does not include this language. 

The Office argues on page 5 of the Final Office Action that former claims 13 and 14 
both recited "a high-pressure regulator" and claims 13 and 14 were indefinite because it was 
unclear whether this was the same feature or not. Claims 23 and 24 each recite "a high- 
pressure regulator" but claims 23 and 24 do not depend fi'om one another and recite features 
with different scope. Therefore, each of claims 23 and 24 may each recite "a high-pressure 
regulator" 
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Obiection to the Drawing 

The drawing is objected to under 37 C.F.R. § 1.83(a). The Advisory Action states that 
the proposed replacement drawings are not approved because the drawings are incorrect and 
fail to show the temperature sensor as being downstream of the heater 3 as recited in the 
claims. AppHcant respectfully disagrees. The drawings have been amended to conform to 
the Applicant's application where support for the drawing amendments can at least be found 
on page 4, lines 4-14, of the application as filed. Additionally, one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention would at least know from Applicant's application that Applicant's 
application provides support for the proposed replacement drawings location of the 
temperature sensor. Reconsideration and withdrawal of these objection is respectfully 
requested. 

Objections to the Specification 

The specification is objected to because the abstract contains phrases which can be 
implied. Applicant respectfully submits that the amendments to the abstract render the 
objection moot. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the objection is respectfully requested. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. S 112 

Claims 1 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as allegedly 
being indefinite. Claims 1 1-20 have been canceled. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejection is respectfully requested. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C, $ 1Q2 

Claims 1 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 6,044,655 to Ozaki et al (hereafter "Ozaki"). Claims 1 1-20 have been 
canceled. 

In regard to new claims 21-30, Applicant respectfully submits that Ozaki does not 
disclose or suggest all of the features of claim 21, which claims 22-30 depend from. 
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Ozaki discloses a refrigerating system that includes a compressor 1 , a heat emitter 2, a 
main pressure reducer 3, an additional pressure reducer 4, a cooler 5, an evaporator 7, and an 
accumulator 8. (Ozaki, coL 8, lines 45-50, Figure 2). A controller 10 is constmcted for 

effecting a control of the degi^ee of the opening of the additional pressure reducer 4. (Ozaki, 
col. 10, lines 8-13). A pressure sensor 18, for detecting the pressure of the carbon dioxide at 
the outlet of the heat emitter 2, is connected to the controller 10. (Ozaki, col. 10, lines 8-33, 
Figure 2). 

Thus, Ozaki discloses a pressure sensor for detecting the pressure of carbon dioxide 
and not a refrigerant. Additionally, Ozaki discloses a pressure sensor directly downstream of 
a heat emitter and not a compressor. (Ozaki, col. 10, lines 8-33, Figures 2, 18, 26, 29, 38, 
44). Accordingly, Ozaki does not disclose or suggest a pressure sensor that measures a 
pressure of a refrigerant directly downstream of the compressor, as recited in claim 21 . Ozaki 
is silent in regard to this feature. Therefore, Ozaki does not disclose or suggest all of the 
features of new claims 21-30. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully 
requested. 

New Claims 

New claims 21-30 have been added. Applicant respectfully submits that claims 21-30 
are drawn to the elected invention and are allowable over Ozaki for at least the reasons 
discussed above. 

Conclusion 

Applicant submits that the present application is now in condition for allowance. 
Favorable reconsideration of the application as amended is respectftiUy requested. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone if it is felt that a 
telephone interview would advance the prosecution of the present application. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees which may be 
required regarding this application under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16-1.17, or credit any overpayment, 
to Deposit Account No. 19-0741 . Should no proper payment be enclosed herewith, as by the 
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credit card payment instructions in EFS-Web being incorrect or absent, resulting in a rejected 
or incorrect credit card transaction, the Commissioner is authorized to charge the unpaid 
amount to Deposit Account No. 19-0741 . 

If any extensions of time are needed for timely acceptance of papers submitted 
herewith, Applicant hereby petitions for such extension under 37 C.F.R. §1.136 and 
authorizes payment of any such extensions fees to Deposit Account No. 19-0741. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date ^A^^^iM^^ A'f ^ ( 



By. 




FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Customer Number: 22428 
Telephone: (202) 295-401 1 
Facsimile: (202) 672-5399 



Matthew A. Smith 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 49,003 



Kevin L. McHenry 
Attomey for Applicant 
Registration No. 62,582 
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